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I. INTRODUCTION 
The purpose of this document is to present a general summary and 
profile of the current status of Maine's economy as well as a brief 
description of the geophysical and demographic characteristics of the 
state. The overall objective is to provide a basic frame of reference 
for subsequent evaluative and formulative efforts to derive and define a 
broad economic development strategy and plan of action. 
Statistics presented in the tables contained in this document 
reflect the most current data available. It is anticipated that as more 
recent data becomes available, these statistics will be revised. 
The discussion contained in this document is limited essentially to 
an interpretation of the data presented. No attempt is made to evaluate 
the significance of the data or to identify particular weaknesses or 
strengths of various sectors of the State's economy. This subsequent 
effort will be presented in a separate document. 
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II. THE LAND AND PEOPLE 
A. Geophysical Characteristics 
Area - Maine comprises a land area of 33,200 square miles, 
extending 320 miles north to south and about 250 miles east to 
west. This land area represents almost one-half of the total are a 
of New England. One of Maine's 16 counties, Aroostook, is the 
largest county east of the Rocky Mountains and encompasses an area 
(6,451 square miles) greater than the states of Connecticut and 
Rhode Island combined. 
Maine's coastline extends nearly 3,500 miles and is the longest 
on the east coast. Famous for both its recreational facilities and 
its fishing industries, the shoreline is an important contributor 
to Maine's economy. Offshore, there are hundreds of islands; the 
largest, Mount Desert, is the site of Acadia National Park. 
Inland, the state can be roughly divided into 84 percent 
forest area, 9 percent other land area and about 7 percent inland 
waters. Maine's 17 million acre woodland gives the State the 
distinction of having a larger ratio of forestland to tota l land 
area than any other state in the nation. Seventy-six species of 
trees grow naturally in the state (14 softwood and 62 ha rdwood). 
The principal commercial hardwoods are hard maple, white and yellow 
birch, beach, and oak. Major commercial softwoods include white 
pine, spruce, fir, hemlock, and cedar. 
-~. 
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!1aine has about 2,400 inland lakes and ponds which comprise a 
total land area of 1.47 million acres. Moosehead Lake, the largest 
body of fresh water lying wholly within the boundaries of a single 
state, is 40 miles long and from two to ten miles wide; almost 
75,000 acres. Other major lakes include Sebago (over 28,000 acres) 
and Chesuncook (nearly 23,000 acres). Four rivers are navigable 
for considerable distances into the interior: the Saco, Androscoggin, 
Kennebec, and Penobscot Rivers. 
The Longfellow Mountains of the northern Appalachian chain are 
located in northwest Maine and rise to elevations from 3,000 to 
5,000 feet. Mount Katahdin is a primary feature of Baxter State 
Park and boasts Maine's highest elevation of 5,267 feet. Nine 
other mountains in the state are more than 4,000 feet in height. 
The soil of Maine is exceedingly varied as to type, but is 
generally thin, stony, and light textured. Non-metallic minerals 
include granite, quartz, feldspar, mica, graphite, and asbestos. 
Maine is also a source of gemstones such as tourmaline, amethyst, 
garnet, and topaz. Beryl and mineral beryllanite are also present. 
Metallic minerals found in the State include gold, silver, copper, 
lead, zinc and iron. 
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B. Demography 
Although the state of Maine comprises 50% of New England's 
total land area, it accounts for only 9% of the New England pop-
ulation. This figure has remained relatively constant over the past 
decade, with a small increase being noted between 1970 and 1973. 
In the six New England States Maine ranks third in total population 
behind Massachusetts and Connecticut. (See Table 1) 
In its preliminary estimate for July 1973 the United States 
Census Bureau pegged the population of Maine at 1,028,000 repre-
senting a 3.5 percent increase for the 1970-1973 time period. This 
is particularly significant because Maine's net population growth 
was only 10% in the 20 year period between 1950 and 1970, and for 
the period 1970-1973 the nation's rate of population growth was 
only 3.3 percent, or 0.2 percent less than that of Maine. If the 
preliminary estimate for Maine is accurate, this would indicate 
that Maine's rate of population growth is starting to show a 
substantial increase at a time when the nation's rate of popula tion 
growth is slowing. An important factor contributing to the increase 
in the rate of Maine's population growth has been the reversal of a 
net out-migration in the period 1950 to 1970. In both decades the 
loss exceeded 7 percent of the total population and was a principal 
factor in suppressing Maine's total population growth. However, 
the preliminary U. S. Census Bureau estimates for Maine show a net 
in-migration of 1.5 percent between 1970 and 1973. ., . 
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Within the state, the pattern of population growth during the 
60's was irregular with five of the 16 counties having declines in 
total population and the other eleven registering gains (See Table 
2). Aroostook, Washington, and Piscataquis counties showed declines 
of more than 5 percent in total population, while Androscoggin, 
Cumberland, Franklin, Hancock, Kennebec, Lincoln and York counties 
showed gains of more than 5% in total population. Since 1970, the 
largest population gains in Maine have occurred in the mid-coast 
region consisting of Hancock, Waldo, Knox, Lincoln, and Sagadahoc 
counties. 
On the whole, there are only 31 persons per square mile in 
Maine. However, the six southernmost counties of York, CumberlaGd, 
Sagadahoc, Androscoggin, Kennebec, and Lincoln, according to the 
1973 estimates, contained 552,900 persons living in an area of 
3,922 square miles or 141 persons per square mile. In fact, 54 
percent of the Maine population lives on about 12 percent of the 
state's total land area. This six county area has a curr ent pop-
ulation density of about 141 persons per square mile. ffi1ile this 
is substantially less than the more than 600 persons per square 
mile living in Massachusetts and Connecticut, it is four and one-
half times the population density of Maine as a whole. 
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The Maine population is distributed almost exactly between 
urban and rural sections. This distribution has changed less than 
one percent in 20 years. However, the word "urban" when used in 
describing the Maine population as a rule refers to medium and 
small sized communities with relatively generous amounts of open 
space still nearby. 
Maine's largest twenty-five conununities contain 41.7% of the 
total population (See Table 3). Almost half of these cities lost 
population in the 1960's, reflecting a national phenomenon. This 
however is not a "back-to-the-farm" movement, but rather a suburban 
movement, as most of the conununities surrounding these major cities 
have grown. 
.,. 
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III. CHARACTERISTICS OF MAINE'S ECONOMY 
A. Structure of the Economy 
There are many misconceptions concerning the structure of the 
Maine economy. One has it that Maine is principally an agricultural 
state, while others assert that tourism or even fishing comprises 
the backbone of the economy. In truth, Maine is basically a manu-
facturing state as is each New England state (See Table 4). 
In very basic terms, gross state product (GSP) is the state 
level equivalent of gross national product, and is essentially a 
measure of total value of all goods and services produced in the 
state. 
Although Maine's GSP exceeds that of both New Hampshire and 
Vermont, it is the lowest in New England on a per-capita basis. 
This low per-capita GSP is largely a function of low wages. Maine's 
manufacturing production workers, for instance, receive the lowest 
wages in New England. 
Compared to most states, Maine's GSP attributable to manu-
facturing is relatively high. Consequently, manufacturing in Maine 
carries a great responsibility for the overall health of the State's 
economy. In one sense this is unfortunate as manufacturing activity 
is more sensitive than other sectors to cyclical fluctuations of 
· ~ '· 
the national economy. 
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As shown in Table 4, manufacturing activity is proportionally 
greater in Maine than in Massachusetts. The reason for this, however, 
is not the strength of Maine's manufacturing sector, but rather the 
weakness of Maine's finance and service industries; their \ve akness 
causes the percentage of total GSP attributable to manufacturing to be 
larger. The Massachusetts experience indicates that Maine's manufac turing 
base without further expansion, could support expansions in both the 
finance and service sectors. 
Although Maine's resource based industries are vital to the support 
of several major, basic manufacturing industries, they are not partie-
ularly large themselves. In terms of dollars, the combined value of 
production of Maine's agriculture, forestry, and fishing industries 
amounts to roughly $600-million annually. This is equivalent to only 
about 19% of the state's total value of manufactured products. Yet, 
Maine's $466-million agricultural production (and to lesser extent the 
$41-million fishing industry) comprises the base for the State's food 
processing industry, Maine's second most valuable manufacturing activity. 
Even more significant is the fact that Maine's paper, lumber and wood, 
and furniture manufacturing industries, with a combined value of product 
of over $1.2-billion, are all supported by a comparatively small, $100-
million forestry industry. 
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Tourists in Maine, resident and non-resident, spent about $300-
million here in 1974. This is equivalent to only about 9% of the 
State's total manufacturing sales. Thus, though tourism is important to 
the State's economy, as are forestry, agriculture, and commercia l fi shing, 
the "backbone" of Maine's economy is manufacturing. 
. , I 
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B. Status of the Economy 
V.ben speaking of the Maine economy, it is appropriate to 
reverse the familiar adage "As Maine goes, so goes the nation". 
That is, any description of Maine's economic health must begin with 
a consideration of the situation nationwide. 
Currently, the United States is suffering from the worst 
business downturn since the Great Depression of the 30's. Though 
it was not generally apparent at the time, the current downturn in 
the economy began during 1973 when fuel supplies were becoming 
short and national agricultural production was down. Large volume 
sales of U. S. grain to Europe and the Soviet Union, along with the 
higher petroleum prices demanded by the O.P.E.C. cartel worsened 
the situation. Rising fuel and food prices, while not affecting 
other sectors of the economy, did cause consumers to begin holding 
back their spending in other areas. As prices for other cowmodities 
started to increase faster, many businessmen began over-ordering in 
hopes of beating the increases. But, as consumer spending was 
already off, these larger slow moving inventories became a problem. 
Economists today speak of this situation as an inventory recession 
because the business downturn and unemployment would not have been 
nearly as severe if businessmen had not over-ordered to such an 
extent. These orders had been based on earlier overly optimistic 
consumer spending forecasts. 
. .. 
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In the fall of 1974, with rapidly increasing auto prices and still 
higher food prices caused by another "off" year in agricultural production, 
consumer spending declined further. The recession was now in high gear. 
The U. S. unemployment rate, seasonally adjus ted, was at 5.2% in 
June of 1974. By August the rate had increased to 5.4% before jumping 
to 5.8% in September. Between September 1974 and March 1975, national 
unemployment rose by over 3-million workers. The February to March 
half-point increase to an 8.7% unemployment rate reflected another half 
million persons out of work (to a total of 8 million) and gave the U. S. 
its highest unemployment rate in 34 years. The Maine experience was 
even worse. 
In the same September 1974 through March 1975 time period, Maine's 
unemployment rate rose from 5.4% to 12.1%. The number of unemployed 
Maine workers more than doubled in this period--from 23,800 in September 
to 52,400 in March. 
The hardest hit Maine industries in this six month period have been 
wholesale and retail trade, down 2,900 jobs, food products manuf acturing 
do\vn 2,100, lumber and wood manufacturing off 1,900, leather products 
manufacturing down 1,700, and paper manufacturing with a loss of 1,600 
jobs. Construction employment in March was also down considerably, but 
because this industry's employment fluctuates seasonally, a September-
March change has little meaning. Construction employment in March 1975 
., ' 
was down 1,700 from the previous March, however. 
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Tilroughout the nation, excessive inventories and the concurrent 
decline in consumer spending has forced manufacturers to cut back pro-
duction. This production decline has in turn result ed in large manpower 
reductions in Maine as well as the nation. 
The lumber and wood manufacturing and contract construction industries 
in Maine have been particularly hard hit due to the tremendous decline 
in all construction categories across the country. Maine's shoe industry 
has also suffered greatly as it is only marginally successful even when 
consumer spending is at a normal rate. 
Most economists feel current U. S. recession will bottom out during 
the second quarter of 1975, and a revival of economic activity should 
begin during the third quarter. This appraisal is based on a number of 
factors. The 1974 income tax rebate, reduced 1975 income taxes, recent 
rebates on new auto purchases, and the slowing rate of inflation are all 
contributing to increased consumer spending. Since manufacturer's 
inventories remain at a fairly high level, the current industrial operating 
rate of about 65% capacity will not increase until these inventories are 
down near normal again. This means that unemployment in Haine a nd the 
rest of the nation will probably continue to increase at least through 
the third quarter, though perhaps at a slower pace than in recent months. 
Thus, economic activity in Haine is expected to begin picking up 
sometime during late summer or early fall 1975, though the employment 
,. 
picture may continue to be bleak through the end of the calendar year. 
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C. The Citizen and the Economy 
-As illustrated in Table 5, nearly a third of Maine's workers in 
1974 were found in manufacturing industries the largest employment 
sector of the state economy. It's relative size however is declining, 
from 34.7 percent in 1970 to 28.4 percent in 1974. This represents a 
loss of 15,620 manufacturing jobs in this time period, a drop of 13.2 
percent. Furthermore, of the seven major industry divisions or sources 
of employemnt, manufacturing was the only one to experience declining 
employment over the 1970-74 period. 
The most dramatic increase in employment over the period was in 
service industries which experienced a 31% increase; over five times the 
all-industries average. U.S. employment in services has also grown very 
rapidly (16%), but not nearly as fast as in Maine. 
The current nationwide recession has caused a large increase in 
Maine unemployn1ent rates over the last few months of 1974, and a generally 
mixed situation in county employment (see Table 6). The increase in the 
state's labor force during the 1970-74 period has been accompanied by 
increases in both employment and unemployment in Maine. The unemployment 
rate's in eleven of Maine's sixteen counties have increased over the 
period, two of these by over fifty percent, yet only three counties have 
experienced a actual decline in employment. Interestingly, Washington 
County, which usually has the highest unemployment rate of all counties, 
not only had the third largest increase in employment over the period, 
but also had the greatest decline in unemployment - nearly 25 percent. 
As Table 7 shows, Maine not only has the lowest per-capita and per-
household effective buying income (EBI - gross income minus state, 
local, and federal taxes) in New England, but the gap between Maine and • · 
the New England average is increasing. In fact, over the three year 
period from 1970-73, only New Hampshire had a slower rate of EBI growth. 
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Washington County, with its traditionally high unemployment rates, 
is seen in Table 8 to have by far the lowest per capita EBI of all Maine 
counties. Further, only Aroostook's EBI growth, at 4.3%, was lower than 
Washington County's (9.2%). 
Per-capita EBI varies greatly from county to county across the 
State, with the extremes being Washington (25% below the State average) 
and Cumberland (16% above the State average). 
According to the U.S. Bureau of Labor, the cost of living in rural 
areas of Northeastern U.S., including most of Maine, is slightly lower 
than the current U.S. average. 
Each year, the Bureau of Labor studies consumption habits, across 
the U.S., of families in three income ranges. Then, knowing what types 
and quantities of goods and services that families in these different 
income brackets tend to buy, and their prices, the cost to "buy" these 
three standards of living in various ports of the nation is computed and 
compared. 
No standard of living information is available for Maine as-a-
whole, but data for Portland and rural Northeastern U.S. is published 
regularly. 
The rural Northeast data applies to families living (or at least 
doing most of their buying) in towns of 2,500 to 50,000 population. 
This would include virtually all families in Maine except those living 
in Portland (fewer than 10% of the total). It should be added that 
these figures, strictly speaking apply to a family of four, so the 
dollars required for various standards of living will be greater or less 
for larger or smaller families. 
14 
The most recent data available, fall-1974, indicates that to buy 
the goods and services defined in the lower standard of living category, 
a Portland family requires 3% more money (or a total gross annual income 
of $9,436) than the national average. Three percent more (or $14,697) 
is also required in Portland for an intermediate standard, and 2% less 
(or $20,367) for the higher standard. 
Rural Northeast figures for fall-1974 indicate that it takes 2% 
less (or $9,041) than the national average for a lower standard of 
living, 1% less (or $14,169) for an intermediate standard, and 6% less 
(or $19,478) for a higher standard. 
For the same market-basket of food, a family in the rural Northeast 
on a higher standard of living pays about 3% less than the national 
average. Families on an intermediate budget pay about 1% more, and 
those on a lower standard pay about the same. 
For shelter, families in the rural Northeast, in the lower budget 
category, pay 4% less than the national average. Those in the inter-
mediate category pay 4% more, and those in the higher budget category 4% 
less. 
Mainers are particularly fortunate when it comes to medical expenses 
as rural Northeast figures for medical care are 11% be low the national 
average for all three budget categories. Portland families in the lower 
and intermediate budget categories pay 5% less than the national average, 
while those on the higher budget pay 6% less. 
Rapid inflation has caused the nationwide cost of living to increase 
10-12% over the past year. Most economists, however, feel that as the 
current recession, the inflation rate will drop to about 5%. This alone 
is good news for the Maine citizen, but another factor makes the future • ",, 
even brighter. 
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The most recent figures of the New England econometric model (operated 
by New England Economic Project, Inc.) project Maine's annual rate of 
personal income growth will increase to 10.5% for the last half of 1975. 
Thus, with personal income growing at 10.5% and inflation down to 5%, 
the standard of living of the average Maine family will rise significantly 
and should continue to rise at least through the following year. 
. . 
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IV CHARACTERISTICS OF MAINE'S INDUSTRY 
A. Manufacturing 
Over the past decade, five industry groups in :t-1aine have accounted 
for about 75% of manufacturing output (see Table 9) as measured by value 
of manufacturing product (VMP). This "Big Five" (paper, food, leather, 
lumber and \-700d and textiles) accounted for 76.6% of total State VMP in 
1970, but declined to 73.7 in 1973. All five experienced a decline in 
employment except for lumber and wood, which grew a modest 2.4%. Some 
of the lower ranked industries, however, showed a remarkable increase in 
VMP from 1970 to 1973. Most notable are transportation equipment (up 132.8%) 
and petroleum and coal (up 254.5%). Part of this increase however, can 
be typically attributed to special circumstances. For example, transportation 
equipment, an industry, increased substantially due to expanded activity 
by Bath Iron Works. Similarly the 250 percent increase in VMP in the 
petroleum and coal industry for this same period is partly due to increased 
oil prices. 
Several other industries show an appreciable growth from 1970-1973; 
namely, instruments (up 92.7%), electrical machinery (up 90.7%) and 
apparel (up 78.5%). On the other hand, primary metals declined by 75.5% 
in VMP and 63.5% in number of production workers. All other industries 
however, rose by an average of 23.0% in manufacturing value of product. 
Some individual industries did experience employment increases, 
despite the overall decline in employment for all manufacturing as a 
whole. Instruments (up 47.6%) and furniture (up 27.3%) showed the mbst 
increases, while primary metals and machinery and ordance however fell _ .. 
by 63.5% and 27.6% respectively. 
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Manufacturing has shown an increase of value of product in every 
county in the 1970-1973 time period (see Table 10) Cumberland County 
continues to lead by contributing 18.6% of the total manufacturing 
output of the State. The Mid-Coas t Region (Sagadahoc, Lincoln, Knox, 
and Waldo counties) is the fast est growing, with all counties except 
Lincoln showing an increase in value of product of over 50% in this 
three year period. The number of jobs , on the other hand has declined 
throughout the state by 7.2% and in each county except four, namely 
Aroostook which was up 3.6%, Waldo up 3.6%, Knox up 9.0%, and Washington 
up 9.4%. The three counties '"hich showed the largest losses in manufacturing 
jobs were York down 20,3%, Somerset down 17.5% and Androscoggin down 
12.3%. 
As shown in Table 11, there is a large spread in manufacturing 
productivity among different types of Maine manufacturers, varying from 
$16,000 per worker in instruments (basically because these are labor 
intensive assembly operations with a relatively low value added product) 
to $55,000 per worker in paper (a capital intensive, high value product 
industry with relatively fewer workers in proportion to the high value added). 
The apparel indu stry showed the largest gains in productivity gains 
in the last three years, up 68.4% in value of product per worker with 
electrical machinery a close second, gaining 66.4%. All other industries 
gained in value of product per 'vorker except two industries, which 
showed substantial l osses . These two industries were primary metals 
which fell by 32.9% and petroleum and coal which fell by 15.3%. 
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B. Resource Industries 
Maine's primary resource based industries, ranked in order of 
current harvest (i.e., unprocessed) value, are: 1) agriculture- $460-
million, 2) forest products - $100-million, and 3) marine products -
$41-million. Each is a long established, traditional Maine industry. 
Each of these three major resource industries have another common 
attribute, namely a cyclical annual output. Although, widely recognized 
as an important segment of the state's industrial economy, Maine's 
resource industries often fluctuate due to ex ternal factors beyond the 
control of local harvesters and producers. 
Of the total Maine Cash farm income of $407-million in 1973 (see 
Table 12), 55 percent is attributed to livestock and livestock products 
and 45 percent to crops. Livestock and livestock products is dominated 
by poultry and eggs, which constitute 70 percent of this category. 
Similarly, potatoes dominate Maine crop output. Potatoes account for 
almost 85 percent of total crop cash income. 
The dependence of the agricultural crop economy on potatoes can be 
illustrated by the fact that if a "second" cash crop \vere introduced to 
Maine and if this second crop could achieve but 10% of the potato harvest 
value it would be larger than the Maine apple and blueberry industries 
combined. 
The characteristics of Maine's marine resource product industries, 
demostrates some of the similarities of agriculture. Table 13 shows 
that ocean perch (i.e. red fish) and herring dominate the catch statistics 
of 12 basic species of fin fish caught by Maine fisherman. These two 
species alone accounted for approximately 62 percent of the value of fin 
., ' 
fish landings in Maine in 1974. 
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In general the volume of fin fish landings in Haine is declining, 
especially among the more traditional species such as cod, haddock and 
mackerel. Some of the less traditional species (e.g. hake and pollock) 
however have shown significant increases in recent years. Overall, in 
the 1970-1974 time period the volume of landings ha s decreased 2 percent. 
Although these two trends combine to reflect a 33 percent increase in 
the unit value to the fisherman($ per pound), the average unit value 
for 1974 was still a low 6.1 cents per pound for all fin fish landings. 
The renown Maine lobster continues to be the mainstay of the 
entire fishing industry in Maine. Not only do lobsters represent 
approximately 72 percent of the value of shellfish landings, they also 
represent 56 percent of all Maine landings including fin fish, shell 
fish, sea worms and irish moss combined. 
Although bloodworms and sandworms may often be considered as a 
relatively minor marine resource, their combined harvested value of 
$2.5-million in 1974 is equal to the total value of all fin fish landed 
in Maine other than ocean perch and herring. 
With respect to the state's forest industries, it is appropriate to 
realize that Maine is primarily a producer of pulpwood rather than 
timber. Table 14 shows the total 1974 timber cut as approxima t e l y 850-
million board feet. Using the very general conversion factor of 550 
board feet per cord, Maine's 1974 timber cut was approx imately 1.6-
million cords. This is less than half the 3.4-million cords cut in 
Maine in 1974 for pulpwood. 
Maine's softwood timber cut is usually about three times that of 
hardwood with spruce, white pine and balsam fir accounting for the 
ovenvhelming share of the softwood cut. Hard maple, white birch and 
yellow birch dominating the hardwoods. 
20 
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In terms of increased utilization, hemlock showed the greatest gain 
(up 88%) among the common softwood species during the 1970-1974 time 
period. It is also most interesting to note is that aspen (popple) a 
plentiful but long under-utilized hardwood specie in Maine, showed the 
largest increase (up 75%) in timber cut during this same time period. 
Table 15 shows the same trend for aspen cut for pulpwood. 
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V SUMMARY 
In the assessment of any state economy the prime focus must be on the 
welfare of the citizen as he is both the prime mover and benefactor of that 
economy, the raison d'etre. From this viewpoint, it is obvious that the 
Maine economy is comparatively weak and will become stronger in the future only 
with carefully considered, serious effort. 
We must first be thoroughly familiar with the nature of the economy before 
we can know where and how to effect improvements that will be real and lasting . 
This has been the essential purpose of this paper, i.e., to describe the basic 
nature, or structure, of the Maine economy. 
The final assessment of Maine's economy is its contribution to the welfare 
of the Maine citizen. With a per-capita effective buying income (EBI) that is 
17.4% below the national average, the average Maine citizen is not faring very 
well. Unfortunately, this gap is growing; that is, the Maine citizen is 
continually losing ground. In fact, if the per-capita income in the U.S. and 
Maine should continue to grow at the current rates, by 1980 the per-capita 
income in Maine will have dropped to a level 20% below the national average. 
This situation ranks as one of the major findings of this report. Some of the 
other major findings which contribute to this situation follow. 
The base of Maine's economy is still comprised of the resource-based 
manufacturing industries such as paper, lumber and wood, food processing, and 
leather, and these are, in general, experiencing declining employment. Several 
non-resource-based manufacturing industrie s however, are experiencing 
employment growth, but not nearly enough to offset those losses occurring in 
the resource-based industries. Unfortunately, those base industries supplying 
raw materials to the resource processing industries are not faring very well 
either. 
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Operators of Maine's primary resource extraction industries such as 
agriculture, forestry and fisheries, have little control over the prices 
they receive for their goods, hence they often must accept prices well below 
the realistic value of their goods. Low prices usually mean low wages for 
workers in these industries in addition to a yearly stint on unemployment 
because of the seasonality of the industries. 
Unemployment rates in Maine are typically several points higher than 
national rates. This appears to be due in part to the average Maine citizen's 
choice to put a higher priority on his place of residence than on his job 
security, but is also a result of the high turnover rate of marginal businesses 
in the state. This problem might be partially alleviated by expansion of some 
of the more secure industries in the state. 
The finance and service sectors of the Maine economy contribute a smaller 
portion of the state's gross state product than in any other New England state. 
Therefore, there appears to be ample room for expansion of these sectors even 
without an expansion of the state's manufacturing base. 
Maine offers a wealth of intangibles to the citizen; natural beauties 
abound from border to border and, for some, the generally slower pace of 
Maine living is worth the smaller personal incomes involved. There is no 
sound evidence, however, that the Maine citizen cannot have both an attractive 
natural environment and a secure income on par with those received in other 
parts of the country. Through careful study of the state's economy, 
imaginative development planning, and determined effort to shore up weaknesses 
and build further on existing strengths, the Maine economy can benefit the 
citizen every bit as much as the natural environment already does. If we 
but believe, we can make it so. . - . 
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Maine 
New Eampshire 
Vermont 
Massachusetts 
Connecticut 
Rhode Island 
New England 
. -
·--
~-· · 
-
-
1960 
Census 
969 
607 
390 
5,149 
2,535 
859 
10,509 
-
POPULATION 
% of 
Total 
9.2% 
5.8 
3.7 
49.0 
24.1 
8.2 
100.0% 
Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census 
TABLE 1 
OF THE NE~J ENGLAND STATES 
(thousand s ) 
1970 % of Est. % of 
Census Total 1973 Total 
---
994 8.4% 1,028 8.5% 
737 6.2 791 6.5 
445 3.8 464 3.8 
5,689 48.0 5,818 47.9 
3,032 25.6 3,076 25.3 
950 8.0 973 8.0 
11' 84 7 100.0% 12,151 100.0% 
. 
. , . 
TABLE 2 
POPULATION OF MAINE 
(Thousands) 
1960 1970 Estimated 
County Census Census 1973 
Androscoggin 86.3 91.3 93.3 
Aroostook 106.1 94.1 94.8 
Cumberland 182.7 192.5 197.2 
Franklin 20.1 22.4 23.6 
Hancock 32.3 34.6 37.0 
Kennebec 89.2 95.2 98.3 
Knox 28.6 29.0 31.1 
Lincoln 18.5 20.5 21.6 
Oxford 44.3 L~ 4. 5 44.9 
Penobscot 126.3 125.4 129.6 
Piscataquis 17.4 16.3 16.4 
Sagadahoc 22.8 23.5 24.9 
Somerset 39.8 40.6 41.5 
Waldo 22.6 23.3 25.5 
Washington 32.9 29.9 31.2 
York 99.4 111.6 117.6 
Maine 969.3 993.7 1,028.0 
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census 
COUNTIES 
Precent 
Change 
'60-'70 
5.8% 
-11.3 
5 . 3 
11.8 
7.1 
6.8 
1.5 
11.0 
-2.0 
-0.8 
-6.3 
2 . 9 
2.1 
3.1 
-9.3 
12.2 
2.5% 
Percent 
Change 
'70-'73 
2.2% 
0.8 
2.4 
5.1 
7.0 
3.2 
7.0 
5.2 
3.3 
3.4 
0.6 
6.2 
2.1 
9.2 
4.6 
5.4 
3.5% 
, · 
. . 
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TABLE 3 
POPULATION OF MAINE'S TWENTY-FIVE LARGEST HUNICIPALITIES 
1960 1970 Percent 
Municipality Census Census Change 
Portland 72,570 65,120 -10.2% 
Lewiston 40,800 41,780 2.4 
Bangor 3R,920 33,170 -14.7 
Auburn 24,450 24,180 -1.2 
South Portland 22,790 23,270 2.1 
Augusta 21,680 21,950 -1.2 
Biddeford 19,260 19,980 3.7 
\.Jaterville 19,000 18,190 -4.2 
Bruns\vick 15,800 16,200 2.5 
Sanford 14,960 15,810 5.7 
Westbrook 13' 820 14,440 4.4 
Sa co 10,520 11' 680 11.0 
Presque Isle 12,890 11' 45.0 -11.2 
Kittery 10,690 11' 030 3.2 
Caribou 12,460 10,420 -16.3 
Limestone 13' 100 10,360 -20.9 
Orono 8,340 9,990 19.7 
Bath 10' 720 9,680 -9.7 
Rumford 10,010 9,360 -6.5 
Bre\ver 9,010 9,300 3.2 
Old Town 8,630 9,060 5.0 
Rockland 8, 770 8,510 -2.9 
Houlton 8,290 8,110 -2.2 
' 
' Cape Elizabeth 5,510 7,870 42.8 
Gorham 5, 770 7,840 35.9 
Source: u. s. Bureau of the Census 
Manufacturing 
Trade 
Goverrunent 
Finance 
Services 
Construction 
Comm. & Utilities 
Farm 
Transportation 
Mining 
TABLE 4 
GROSS STATE PRODUCT OF NEW ENGLAND STATES, 1973 
Percentage of Gross State Product by Industry Division 
Me. Vt. N. H. 
27.9 26.0 30.3 
17.6 16.6 17.3 
13.5 11.0 10.1 
11.4 12.4 13.4 
11.3 13.6 12.3 
5.2 5.9 6.3 
5.0 5.3 5.3 
4.7 5.3 1.1 
3.4 3.2 2.2 
0.1 0.8 1.7 
---100.0 100.0 100.0 
R. I. 
31.2 
17.3 
13.9 
13.9 
12.1 
4.3 
4.6 
0.2 
2.5 
0.0 
100.0 
Conn. 
33.5 
15.4 
8.2 
18.4 
12.2 
5.0 
4.4 
0.6 
2.2 
0.2 
100.0 
Mass. 
26.7 
17.8 
10.2 
16.6 
15.0 
5.0 
5.4 
0.3 
2.9 
0.1 
100.0 
N. E. 
29.2 
17.0 
10.1 
16.3 
13.6 
5.0 
5.0 
0.9 
2.7 
0.2 
100.0 
a. 
u. s. 
25.2 
16.9 
13.0 
13.7 
11.5 
4.8 
4.7 
4.6 
3.9 
1.5 
100.0 
Total GNP or GSP 
($mill) 4,746 2,253 3,984 5,186 20,973 36,104 73,247 1,294,900 
(Capita Per) 4,617 4,855 5,037 5,329 6,818 6,205 6,028 
State Totals 
as % of New England 6.5 3.1 5.4 7.1 28.6 49.3 100.0 
a. Industry division data may not add to 100 percent in individual states or 
regions due to rounding. 
Source: Maine Department of Commerce and Industry estimates; based on data 
provided by U. S. Federal Reserve Bank of Boston and Survey of 
Current Business, U. S. Department of Commerce, Bureau of Economic 
Analysis. 
6,187 
" . . 
TABLE 5 
MAINE EMPLOYMENT BY INDUSTRY DIVISION 
Average Monthly Employment 
Percent 
Source of Employment 1970 1974 Change 
Manufacturing 117,750 102,130 - 13.2% 
Whole and Retail Trade 65,920 75,460 14.4 
Government 66,360 74,760 14.1 
Finance, Insurance, Real Estate 12,210 14,300 17.1 
Service Industries 42,930 56,300 31.1 
Transportation & Utilities 17,540 18,270 4.1 
Contract Construction 16,820 19,380 15.2 
Total 339,530 360,600 6.2% 
Source: Maine Employment Security Commission 
TABLE 6 
EMPLOYMENT AN~ UNEMPLOYMENT RATES OF MAINE COUNTIES 
-
-
... 
-
Average Monthly Annual Average 
Employment Unemployment Rate 
Percent Percent 
County 1970 1974 Change 1970 197Lf Change 
Androscoggin 37,660 37,880 0.5% 6.2 7.6 22.6% 
Aroostook 32,050 34,470 7.5 8.8 8.5 -3.4 
Cumberland 78,640 84,560 7.5 3.7 5.6 51.3 
Franklin 9,010 9,980 10.7 4.2 6.0 42.8 
Hancock 14,430 16,840 16.7 6.7 5.9 -11.9 
Kennebec 36,800 40,580 10.2 3.8 5.3 39.5 
Knox 11,240 12,070 7.3 8.2 6.4 -21.9 
Lincoln 8,000 7,510 -6.1 6.9 7.2 4.3 
Oxford 16,070 15,980 -0.6 5.8 7.0 20.7 
Penobscot 46,510 49,250 5.9 4.9 6.3 28.6 
Piscataquis 6,480 6,360 -1.8 6.6 10.0 51.5 
Sagadahoc 8,650 10,300 19.0 6.3 5.9 -6.3 
Somerset 15,550 16,370 5.2 7.3 7.9 8.2 
Waldo 8,690 9,470 8.9 6.1 8.1 32.8 
Washington 10,890 12,150 11.5 11.8 8.9 -24.6 
York 43,630 45,490 4.2 4.1 5.5 34.1 
Total 384,300 409,260 6.5% 5.6 6.7 19.6% 
Source: Maine Employment Security Commission 
. .-
' . 
TABLE 7 
EFFECTIVE BUYING INCOME IN THE NEW ENGLAND STATES 
Per Capita Per Hous ehold 
Effective Buying Income Effective Buying Income 
·-
Percent Percent 
1970 1973 Change 1970 1973 Change 
Maine $ 2,879 $ 3,449 19.7% $ 9,392 $ 10,655 13.4% 
New Hampshire 3,237 3,861 19.2 10,581 11 '981 13 . 2 
Vermont 2,917 3,518 20.6 9,767 11 '135 14.0 
Massachusetts 3,640 4,401 20.9 11,744 13' 442 14.4 
Connecticut 4,021 4,969 23.6 13' 024 15' 21+4 17.0 
Rhode Island 3,302 4,223 27.9 _l_Q_!_702 _12,928 20.8 
- - --
New England $ 3,595 $ 4,380 21.8 $ 11 '652 $ 13,442 15.4 
U.S.A. $ 3,308 $ 4,176 26.2% $ 10,565 $ 12,629 19.5% 
Source: Sales Management Magazine 
" . -
' 
TABLE 8 
EFFECTIVE BUYING INCOME OF NAINE COUNTIES 
Per Capita Per Household 
Effective Buying Income Effective Buying Income 
Percent Percent 
1970 1973 Change 1970 1973 Change 
Androscoggin $ 2,807 $ 3,365 19.9% $ 8, 911 $ 10,096 13.2% 
Aroostook 2,664 2, 779 4.3 8,925 9, 611 7.7 
Cumberland 3,609 4,007 11.0 11,509 12,094 5.0 
Franklin 2,443 3,510 43.7 8,290 11,288 36.1 
Hancock 2,794 3,182 13.8 8,506 9,294 9.2 
Kennebec 2,811 3,697 31.5 9,389 11,708 24.7 
Knox 2,886 3,870 34.1 8,571 10,871 26.9 
Lincoln 2,838 3,671 29.3 8,435 10,334 22.5 
Oxford 2, 725 3,096 13.6 8, 776 9, L!08 7.2 
Penobscot 2,729 3,352 22.8 9,419 10,983 16.6 
Piscataquis 2,500 3,291 31.6 7,693 9,411 22.3 
Sagadahoc 2,939 3,444 17.2 9,170 10,173 10.9 
Somerset 2,505 3,112 24.2 8,122 9,612 18.3 
Waldo 2,458 3,189 29.7 7,963 9,849 23.7 
Washington 2,382 2,602 9.2 7,517 7,783 3.5 
York 2,837 3,482 22.7 9, 14~ 10,642 16.3 
Maine $ 2,879 $ 3,449 19.7% $ 9,392 $ 10,655 13.4% 
Source: _Sales Hanagement Hagazine 
.: 
... ' 
TABLE 9 
SU~1ARY OF MAINE MANUFACTURING ACTIVITY BY INDUSTRY 
. 
. 
Value of Product Production Workers Average Gross Wages 
(millions of dollars) 
Percent Percent Percent 
Industry 1970 1973 Change 1970 1973 Change 1970 1973 Change 
Paper & 
Allied Products $713.7 $908.2 27.3 16' 778 16,455 -1.9 $7,937 $9,519 19.9 
Food 418.9 542.6 29.5 11, 3Lf 1 10,330 -8.9 5' 119 5,856 14.3 
Leather 344.1 372.9 8.3 24,590 19,437 -20.9 4,594 5,242 14.1 
Lumber & Wood 215.3 320.0 48.6 12,571 12' 877 2.4 5, 371 6,631 23.4 
Textiles 185.7 220.8 18.8 10,273 8,964 -12.8 5,074 6,030 18.8 
Electrical 
Hachinery 94.6 180.6 90.7 4,896 5,618 14.7 4,991 6,052 21.2 
Transportation 
Equipment 69.7 162.0 132.8 11' 351 10,363 -8.7 8,993 10,255 14.0 
Rubb e r & 
Plastic Products 61.7 92.3 49.4 3,150 3,183 1.1 4,907 5,916 20.5 
Fabricated Metals 76.6 86.7 13.1 2,768 2,704 -2.3 6,839 8,365 22.3 
Machinery & 
Ordnance 60.7 62.5 2.9 3,380 2,447 -27.6 6,363 7,798 22.5 
Appa\-el 31.3 55.9 78.5 3,226 3,419 5.9 3,989 4,744 18.9 
Printipg & 
Pub~ishing 42.7 52.6 23.0 2,632 2,766 5.0 5,790 7,107 22.7 
Chemicals 32.0 40.6 26.7 773 809 4.6 6,055 7,212 19.1 
Stone, Clay & 
Glass 33.5 36.9 10.2 1,643 1,261 -23.2 7,127 8' 3~.5 16.9 
Furniture 16.8 24.6 46.3 946 1,705 27.3 5,374 6, 1.33 14.1 
Petroleum & Coal 6.4 22.7 254.5 203 850 318.7 8,528 8,748 2.5 
Primary Netals 34.6 8.5 -75.5 965 352 -63.5 7,158 6,751 -5.6 
Instruments 3.6 7.0 92.7 294 434 47.6 5,129 6,058 18.1 
Hisc. Hfg. 7.4 10.8 46.1 591 740 25.2 4,363 4,580 4.9 
Total $2,449.8 $3,208.4 30.9% 112,371 104,214 -7.2% $5,950 $7,050 18.4% 
Source: Census of Haine Manufacturers; Maine Department of Manpower Affairs, Bureau of Labor & Industry 
TABLE 10 
SUh~RY OF MAINE ~~UFACTURING ACTIVITY BY COUNTIES 
Value of Product Production Workers Average Gross Wages 
(millions of dollars) 
Percent Percent Percent 
County 1970 1973 Change 1970 1973 Change 1970 1973 Change 
Cumberland $ 444.0 $ 598.9 34.8% $ 18,462 $ 18,318 - 7.7% $5,786 $6,991 20.8% 
Penobscot 337.4 423.6 25.5 11,352 11,019 - 2.9 6,625 7,892 19.1 
Kennebec 268.1 324.8 21.1 9,578 9,366 - 2.2 5,605 6,733 20.1 
Androscoggin 232.2 284.7 22.6 13,452 11,794 -12.3 4,792 5,656 18.0 
York 229.5 279.7 21.8 19,496 15,531 -20.3 7,217 8,282 14.7 
Aroostook 185.7 257.5 38.6 6,302 6,532 3.6 6,199 6,893 11.1 
Oxford 141.1 182.5 27.9 6,627 6,064 - 3.5 5,544 7,249 30.7 
Franklin 119.8 147.5 23.0 4,524 4,171 - 7.8 6,002 7,049 17.4 
Somerset 107.9 130.7 21.1 6,096 5,026 -17.5 5,173 6,085 17.6 
Waldo 63.5 114.4 80.0 1,993 2,066 3.6 4,910 5,797 18.0 
Sagadahoc 65.0 109.6 68.5 3,786 3,448 - 8.9 6,514 8,463 29.9 
Washington 71.0 100.6 41.6 2,548 2,790 9.4 5,792 5,969 3.1 
Hancock 67.3 91.0 35.2 2,023 1,984 - 1.9 6,040 7,523 24.5 
Knox 56.5 87.9 55.5 2,452 2,675 9.0 5,277 6,307 11.5 
Piscataquis 40.8 54.3 33.3 2,737 2,573 - 5.9 5,195 6,880 32.4 
Lincoln 19.4 20.1 3.8 943 857 - 9.1 4~877 ....2.t 84 7 19.8 
Maine Totals $2,449.8 $3,208.4 30.9% $112,371 $104,214 - 7.2% $5,950 $7,050 18.4% 
SourcE Census of Maine Manufactures; Me. Dept. of Man} ,ar Affaris, Bureau of Labor & Industry. 
Industry 
Paper 
Food 
Chemicals 
Electrical 
Machinery 
Fabricated Metals 
Stone, Clay 
& Glass 
Rubber & Plastics 
Petroleum & Coal 
Machinery & 
Ordnance 
Lumber & Hood 
Textiles 
Primary He tals 
Furniture 
Leather 
Printing & 
Publishing 
Apparel 
Instruments 
Misc. Mfg. 
a 
All Industries 
TABLE 11 
MAINE MANUFACTURING PRODUCTIVITY 
Value of Product per Worker 
1970 1973 
$42,538 $55,194 
36,938 52,533 
41,503 50,204 
19,324 32,164 
27,682 32,054 
20,379 29,267 
19,596 28,987 
31,647 26,794 
17,962 25,534 
17,127 24,851 
18,084 24,627 
35,958 24,114 
17,761 20,408 
13,995 19,189 
16,240 19,013 
9,708 16,352 
12,463 16,271 
12,525 14,623 
$23,561 $32,459 
Percent 
Change 
29.8% 
42.2 
21.0 
66.4 
15.8 
43.6 
47.9 
-15.3 
42.2 
45.1 
36.2 
-32.9 
14.9 
37.1 
17.1 
68.4 
30.6 
16.8 
37.8% 
Value of Product per $1 Wages Paid 
1970 1973 
$5.36 $5.80 
7.22 8.97 
6.85 6.97 
3.87 5.31 
4.05 3.83 
2.86 3.51 
3.99 4.90 
3.71 3.06 
2.82 3.27 
3.19 3.75 
3.56 4.08 
5.02 3.57 
3.31 3.33 
3.05 3.66 
2.80 2.68 
2.43 3.45 
2.43 2.69 
2.87 3.19 
$4.20 $4.85 
Percent 
Chang~ 
8.2% 
24.2 
1.8 
37.2 
-5.4 
22.7 
22.8 
-17.5 
16.0 
17.6 
14.6 
-28.9 
0.6 
20.0 
-4.3 
42.0 
10. 7 
11. 1 
15.5% 
.. 
a. Data does not Include Transportation Equipment industry because value of . . ~roduct 
data for that industry is incomplete. 
Source: Census of Haine Hanufacturers; Naine Dept. of Hanpower Affairs, Bureau 
of Labor & Industry 
TABLE 12 
MAINE CASH FARM INCOME 
(Millions of Dollars) 
1970 
LIVESTOCK & LIVESTOCK PRODUCTS 
Meat Animals 
Cattle & Calves $ 8.1 
Other 0.6 
Total Meat Animals 8.7 
Dairy Products 42.2 
Poultry & Eggs 
Broilers 51.8 
Eggs 56.4 
Chickens, Farm 2.4 
Turkeys 0.3 
Total Poultry & Eggs 111.0 
Misc. Livestock 0.5 
Total Livestock & Products a. $ 162.3 
CROPS 
Feed Crops 2.4 
Vegetables 
Potatoes 67.5 
Other 6.3 
Total Vegetables 73.8 
Fruits & Berries 
Apples 4.2 
Blueberries 1.9 
Other 0.4 
Total Fruits & Berries 6.6 
All Other Crops 9.5 
Total Crops b. $ 92.3 
TOTAL ALL COMMODITIES c. $ 254.6 
1973 
$ 9.7 
0.8 
10.5 
50.8 
81.1 
79.1 
4.2 
0.1 
164.5 
0.3 
$ 226.1 
3.1 
151.8 
5.4 
157.3 
7.9 
5.9 
0.3 
14.2 
6.5 
----
$ 181.1 
$ 407.2 
Source: Maine Cash Farm Income; Maine Department of Agriculture 
Notes: a. 1974 estimate $ 224.4 million 
b. 1974 estimate $ 241.5 million 
c. 1974 estimate $ 466.0 million 
Percent 
Change 
1970-73 
19.8% 
33.3 
20.7 
20.4 
56.6 
40.2 
75.0 
-66.6 
---48.2 
-40.0 
39.3 
29.2 
24.9 
-14.3 
113.1 
88.1 
210.5 
-25.0 
- --115.2 
-31.6 
96.2 
59.9% 
.. 
' 
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TABLE 13 
SUMMARY OF MAINE FISHERIES LANDINGS, 1970 - 1974 
Thousands of Poundsa Thousands of Dollars Dollars ~r Pound 
Percent Percent " . Percent .. 
1970 1974 Change 1970 1974 Change 1970 . 1974 Change 
-
---
Fin Fish 
Ocean Perch 46,688 30,626 -34% 2,274 2, 326 2% .049 .076 55% 
Herring, Sea 36,593 47,398 30 653 1,793 175 .018 .038 111 
Cod 5,427 4,004 -26 357 541 52 .066 .135 105 
Flounder 1,623 1,733 7 141 358 54 .087 .207 138 
Pollock 811 3,594 343 49 328 569 .060 : . 091 52 
Hake 1' 411 3,815 170 75 269 259 .053 .071 34 
Whiting 14,837 2,869 -81 1,184 175 -85 .080 .061 -24 
Menhaden na 10,149 na na 155 na na .015 na 
Alewives 1,623 3,310 104 40 114 185 .025 .034 36 
Haddock 1, 013 229 -77 184 87 -63 .182 . 380 109 
Halibut 52 48 -8 25 54 116 .481 1.125 134 
Mackerel, 482 284 -41 22 34 55 .046 .120 161 
Misc. Fin Fish 1,521 1,540 1 192 423 120 .126 .275 118 
Total 112,081 109,599 -2 5,156 6,657 29 .046 .061 33 
Shellfish 
Lobsters 18,172 16,458 -9 17,202 23,213 35 .947 1. ·~10 49 
Clams 6,267 5,904 -6 2,507 4, 511 80 .400 .764 91 
Shrimp 17,004 9' 771 -43 3, 511 3,466 -1 .206 .355 72 
Scallops 180 445 147 216 723 235 1. 200 1. 625 35 
Crabs 1' 5 71 964 -39 90 92 2 .057 .095 67 
Hus sels 301 308 2 64 83 30 . 213 .269 26 
~lise. Shellfish 100 102 2 13 37 185 .130 .363 179 
.Total 43,595 33,952 -22 23,603 32,125 36 .541 .946 75 
Sea worms 
Bloodworms 845 712 -16 1,216 1,570 29 1.439 2.205 53 
Sand worms 747 822 10 621 950 53 .831 1.156 39 
--Total 1' 592 1,534 -4 1,837 2,520 37 1.154 1.643 42 
Irish }loss 2,538 2,736 8 76 109 43 .030 .040 33 
Grand Totals 158,805 147,822 -7% 30,672 41,410 35% .193 .280 45% 
a. live weight 
Source: Haine Landings, Maine Department of Marine Resc 
~es 
Species 
Softwoods 
Spruce 
White Pine 
Balsam Fir 
Cedar 
Hemlock 
Norway Pine 
Tamarack 
Pitch Pine 
Total 
Hardwoods 
Hard Maple 
White Birch 
Yellow Birch 
Oak 
Beech 
White Ash 
Aspen 
Basswood 
All others 
Total 
Total Sawtimber Cut 
1970 
201.3 
157.3 
90.4 
40.4 
19.9 
3.0 
0.2 
0.1 
512.6 
67.3 
48.1 
28.9 
9.6 
10.9 
9.0 
3.2 
0.9 
6.8 
184.5 
697.1 
TABLE 14 
MAINE SAWTIMBER CUT 
Millions of Board Feet 
1974 
218.6 
218.6 
131.6 
53.5 
37.5 
6.7 
3.4 
0.3 
638.6 
74.3 
58.5 
30.5 
15.7 
14.6 
10.7 
5.6 
0.9 
8.8 
219.5 
858.1 
Percent 
Change 
8.6% 
18.5 
45.6 
32.4 
88.4 
123.3 
1600.0 
200.0 
24.6% 
10.4% 
21.6 
5.5 
63.5 
33.9 
18.9 
75.0 
0.0 
29.4 
19.0% 
23.1 % 
Source: Maine Timber Cut Summary, 1970 and 1974, Maine Dept. of Conservation, 
Bureau of Forestry. 
TABLE 15 
MAINE PULPWOOD PRODUCTION 
Thousands of Standard Cords Percent 
Species 1970 1974 Change 
Spruce-Fir 1,914.0 1,890.5 -1.2% 
Hardwood 855.6 933.1 9.1 
Hemlock 251.1 246.0 -2.0 
Pine 146.7 159.4 8.7 
Aspen 45.0 143.6 219.1 
Tamarack 8.4 11.7 39.3 
Total production 3,220.9 3,384.4 5.1 
Source: Maine Timber Cut Summary, 1970 and 1974, Maine Department of Conservat ion, 
Bureau of Forestry. 
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